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Gordon Luther Rothman
Goss Manzullo Roukema
Graham Mascara Ryun
Granger McCarthy (NY) Sabo
Green McCollum Sanford
Greenwood McCrery Sawyer
Gutierrez McDade Saxton
Gutknecht McHale Scarborough
Hall (TX) McHugh Schaefer, Dan
Hamilton Mclnnis Schaffer, Bob
Harman Mcintosh Scott
Hastert McKeon Sensenbrenner
Hastings (WA) McKinney Sessions
Hayworth Menendez Shadegg
Hefley Metcalf Shaw
Herger Mica Shays
Hill Miller (FL) Sherman
Hilleary Minge Shimkus
Hilliard Mollohan Shuster
Hobson Moran (KS) Skeen
Hoekstra Morella Skelton
Hooley Murtha Smith (MI)
Horn Myrick Smith (NJ)
Hostettler Nethercutt Smith (OR)
Houghton Neumann Smith (TX)
Hulshof Ney Smith, Linda
Hunter Northup Snowbarger
Hutchinson Norwood Solomon
Hyde Nussle Souder
Inglis Ortiz Spence
Jackson (IL) Oxley Spratt
Jackson-Lee Packard Stearns

(TX) Pappas Stenholm
Jenkins Parker Stump
Johnson (CT) Pascrell Sununu
Johnson, Sam Paul Talent
Jones Paxon Tanner
Kanjorski Pease Tauzin
Kasich Peterson (MN) Taylor (MS)
Kelly Peterson (PA) Taylor (NC)
Kildee Petri Thomas
Kim Pickering Thornberry
Kind (WI) Pitts Thune
King (NY) Porter Thurman
Kingston Portman Tiahrt
Klug Poshard Traficant
Knollenberg Price (NC) Upton
Kolbe Pryce (OH) Visclosky
Kucinich Quinn Walsh
LaHood Radanovich Wamp
Largent Rahall Watkins
Latham Ramstad Watts (OK)
Lazio Redmond Weldon (FL)
Leach Regula Weller
Lewis (CA) Riggs White
Lewis (KY) Riley Whitfield
Linder Rivers Wicker
Livingston Roemer Wolf
LoBiondo Rogan Yates
Lofgren Rogers Young (FL)
Lowey Rohrabacher
Lucas Ros-Lehtinen

NOT VOTING—29
Bono Flake Oberstar
Brown (CA) Holden Pombo
Camp Istook Pomeroy
Clyburn Kleczka Royce
Crane LaTourette Salmon
DeGette Lipinski Schiff
Diaz-Balart Manton Stokes
Dixon Meehan Weldon (PA)
Engel Miller (CA) Young (AK)
Fattah Molinari
0O 1042

Mr. EHLERS, Mr. ROEMER, Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas, and Messrs.
CUMMINGS, CooK, LaAHooD, BARR of
Georgia, EWING, DUNCAN, DREIER,

KINGSTON, BOYD, EHRLICH, SAM JOHN-
SON of Texas, SOLOMON, SANFORD, and
PORTMAN changed their vote from
“‘yea’ to “‘nay.”

Mr. KLINK, Mr. KENNEDY of Massa-
chusetts, Ms. CARSON, Mr. RANGEL,
Mrs. CLAYTON, and Messrs. COYNE,

CoNDIT, and DINGELL, Ms. KILPATRICK
and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD changed their
vote from ‘““nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the motion was not agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). Will the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. HALL] come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. HALL of Ohio led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
McDevitt, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 956. An act to amend the National
Narcotics Leadership Act of 1988 to establish
a program to support and encourage local
communities that first demonstrate a com-
prehensive, long-term commitment to reduce
substance abuse among youth, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed with an amendment
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1757. An act to consolidate inter-
national affairs agencies, to authorize appro-
priations for the Department of State and re-
lated agencies for fiscal years 1998 and 1999,
and to ensure that the enlargement of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
proceeds in a manner consistent with United
States interests, to strengthen relations be-
tween the United States and Russia, to pre-
serve the prerogatives of the Congress with
respect to certain arms control agreements,
and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the follow-
ing title, in which the concurrence of
the House is requested:

S. 923. An act to deny veterans benefits to
persons convicted of Federal capital offenses.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain 20 1-minutes on
each side.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mrs. EMERSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to pay special tribute to my late
husband, Bill Emerson, who spent 16
wonderful years as a Member of this
Chamber, 2 years as a page, and who
died a year ago this Sunday, June 22.

I remember so well when Bill was
first elected in 1980 and the excitement
and joy that we felt after his election.
And | can picture vividly so many
memories: that first dinner in Statuary
Hall, which was given by Bob Michel,
who was then the Republican leader of
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the House; the many trips he, Mickey
Leland, and ToNnY HALL made to Ethio-
pia, Somalia, the Sudan and other
parts of Africa; fighting for flood relief
throughout our district, standing up
for the folks he represented; and the
most recent memories of the days he
sat in the Speaker’s chair and oversaw
the business of our House.

He was so proud of the fact that he
was the only Republican in the 104th
Congress who had actually been here
during the last Republican Congress in
1953 and 1954 when he served as a page
with our colleague, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, PAuL KANJORSKI, and he
was real excited on the first day of the
104th Congress, too, when he was asked
to preside over the House.

It was Bill who taught me all about
putting people before politics and ideas
before ideology. He was my best friend
and mentor, and gave me the tools that
I needed to run for this seat in Con-
gress and to try to be a productive
Member of this legislative body.

It was he who taught me the impor-
tance of friendship in a place that can
be very lonely, and the importance of
seeking out relationships and friend-
ships with our colleagues across the
aisle, which is why | have chosen to
speak this morning from this side of
the aisle.

Bill, I know you are in a much better
place now, though your friends and col-
leagues and | miss you very much, but
we are all better off for knowing you.
And when | look at the person sitting
in the Speaker’s chair every day, | see
your smiling face and hear your deep
and resonant voice and know that you
are looking down on all of us, encour-
aging us to do the right thing as we
fight for the very folks who sent us
here to represent them. Thank you so
very much for giving me and your
friends here today the benefit of know-
ing you.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. SKELTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, it is 1
year ago that we lost our friend, our
colleague, my fellow Missourian, Bill
Emerson. In his stead and in his shoes
today is that charming and wonderful
gentlewoman from Missouri, Mrs. Jo
ANN EMERSON, who represents the
Eighth District of the State of Mis-
souri.

The grief has passed, the loss of pain
has passed, and | still find myself, Mr.
Speaker, because | rode with him so
very often to and from this work, at
the end of the day standing toward the
back looking around for my friend Bill
to hitch a ride out to McLean. But we
still have a lot of wonderful memories.
His memories live on.

He was truly an outstanding legisla-
tor. He understood bipartisanship. He
understood what it was to represent
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wonderful people back home. He under-
stood the legislative process. But most
of all | found him, as so many, many
did, as a friend, a true friend.

What he leaves today is more for
those who follow us in this Chamber
and who lead and will lead America in
the days and years ahead; to the pages,
which he once was, to the young people
who he spent so much time with in his
office and back home in the Eighth
District of Missouri, for he was truly a
role model.

I hope and pray that his memory will
live in those young folks who will
stand in his shoes, in our shoes in the
years ahead. We miss him, but we re-
vere his memory. We always shall.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor our former colleague, the gen-
tleman from Missouri, Bill Emerson,
who passed away a year ago after a
long and valiant battle.

Bill was known for his bipartisan-
ship, his ability to bring people to-
gether to work on hunger. Bill and 1
and the gentleman from Ohio, TONY
HALL, and a few others were in a small
covenant group that met every Tues-
day in the Capitol chapel to talk with
each other, to pray with each other,
and to support each other.

I was privileged to know Bill. He was
a person of character, a person of cour-
age, a person of integrity. Bill loved
history more than anyone else that I
knew, and Bill loved to talk about Lin-
coln; Bill loved to talk about Winston
Churchill.

I can see where Bill is; in heaven
where Lincoln and Churchill and Bill
are talking together, and Lincoln is
talking about how it was in the 1850’s
and 1860’s, Churchill is talking about
how it was in World War | and World
War Il, and Bill Emerson is talking
about how it really was in the 1970’s
the 1980’s and the 1990’s.

Bill made every effort to live by the
principles of Jesus, and he set an exam-
ple for this entire Congress to live by.
Every time | see the gentlewoman from
Missouri, Mrs. Jo ANN EMERSON, and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr.
KANJORSKI, and the gentleman from
Missouri, Mr. SKELTON, who he rode
with, and many others, | think of Bill.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. HALL of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | am
very honored to join with the gentle-
woman from Missouri, Mrs. JO ANN EM-
ERSON, and other distinguished Mem-
bers to pay tribute to Bill Emerson.
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So many of us like to say that this is
my best friend, the great gentleman
from Missouri, et cetera, et cetera, but
I can tell my colleagues that Bill Em-
erson was a good friend.

Like the gentleman from Virginia,
FRANK WOLF, said, Bill and | traveled
together. We ate dinner together often.
We, the gentleman from Virginia and I,
met every Tuesday at 4 o’clock in the
chapel and prayed together. We talked
about our families. Our wives knew
each other. Our children knew one an-
other.

Bill was a great man. He taught us a
lot about what it was like to be a hu-
manitarian. He taught me a lot about
agriculture and about being a great ex-
ample.

My son and he had a special thing,
too, because they both had cancer at
the same time and they died within a
month of each other. Bill would always
send my son cheesecake every week
from this famous place in his home-
town of Girardeau, | believe, and my
son always looked forward to it.

So | loved this guy and | really miss
him. He was a great man, and the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri, Mrs. JO ANN
EMERSON, is carrying on in the great
footsteps of her husband.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to join with Jo
ANN EMERSON and other distinguished Mem-
bers to remember and pay tribute to Bill Emer-
son.

Occasionally, during the course of our work
here in Congress, the word, “friends,” is used
lightly. But, | can say that Bill Emerson was
truly my good friend. Bill and | knew each
other for many years. We worked together,
traveled together, and spend time together
outside of work as well. Our families knew
each other and became close.

I know that Bill was also a friend to many
other Members of this body. He cultivated re-
lationships with both Republicans and Demo-
crats, judging his colleagues not by their party
affiliation, but rather by their integrity, dedica-
tion, and willingness to serve. His own integ-
rity and dedication were unmatched. Even
after he was diagnosed with cancer, he contin-
ued to work and serve—not to score points or
garner sympathy but because that was simply
the kind of man he was.

Bill was also a true friend to the needy. He
worked endlessly to ease the pain of families
and children suffering from poverty. | was hon-
ored to serve with him as cochairs of the Con-
gressional Hunger Center and work with him
to educate the Congress and the Nation about
hunger.

Bill was a good man with a truly humani-
tarian heart. He taught me a lot about serving
others, about being a good legislator, and
about the true meaning of friendship. | miss
him.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BILL
EMERSON

(Mr. KANJORKSI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, Bill
Emerson was a colleague to all the
Members that are here on the floor. To
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me, he was my oldest and dearest per-
sonal friend.

As all my colleagues have learned, as
we go through life, particularly in poli-
tics, friends and associates come and
go, but our real friends are from our
childhood. Bill and | were fortunate
enough to meet at the tender age of 15,
and | do not think there was ever a
year that went by in our lives that we
did not have an opportunity to get to-
gether, visit with each other or talk
with each other. | went through many
of his trying times and many of his
joys in his lifetime.

Bill Emerson represented something
that | want to speak to, because |
think it is germane. Maybe we should
think about forming the Emerson Soci-
ety. Because Bill, whenever | look in
the back of the Chamber, | see a little
smoke and | know that you are still
standing at the rail.

He was the type of guy, although he
was a Republican and 1 a Democrat,
with whom | could argue and disagree
on philosophy and on ideology. But on
humanity we agreed.

He was a man that understood the
traditions of this great body and of op-
portunity. He and | served here as
young pages and then came back to
this great House as Members.

He suffered great pain as he saw the
stress of conflict that grew in the 1980’s
in this House. And toward the end of
his life, |1 think that was the most dis-
appointing part that Bill experienced—
that Members could lose civility, com-
ity, and respect for each other above
and beyond the disagreement that they
had; that it had started to go to per-
sonalities.

If Bill were here today, he would say,
wait a minute, life is very short; we are
here in a very honored and sacred
House that has great traditions. From
a small Nation in its formation in 1789
until 1995, we have become the model,
the ideal of the world, and the hope for
humanity. He would ask why can we
not walk across the aisle and get to
know each other as human beings,
identify what we have in common, and
find that we have much more in com-
mon than we have in disagreement. He
would also say that when we disagree,
they should be honorable disagree-
ments. Because Bill reflected that
most of all, as the gentlewoman from
Missouri, Mrs. JO0 ANN EMERSON, has
said.

I remember Bill talking about his
most honored day when he thought
about leaving the House, because he
thought the Republican Party would be
the perpetual minority. And | am prob-
ably a little bit to blame, because I
said it was my prediction that his op-
portunity in the Sun was just around
the corner. And he stayed that extra
term or two and finally made it.

The most important moment of Bill’s

life, | think, was on the first day of the
104th Congress, where after 14 years of
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having been in the House of Represent-
atives and 43 years since the last Re-
publican majority, he had the oppor-
tunity to assume the gavel and the
Acting speakership of the House.

Those Members that were here dur-
ing Bill’s term know that when he ex-
ercised that gavel, he was truly a
Speaker pro tempore for the whole
House. He was not just a Republican.

O 1100

I hope that my friends on both sides
of the aisle—and | have been on both
sides of the aisle in my life—take a mo-
ment to reflect that, when we lose our
bearing, when we let anger rule over
our reason, that there were people like
Bill Emerson that understood what
this institution is all about. That is,
we should go to the basic core of hu-
manity, reach across the aisle, take
the opportunity to walk and sit with
our adversary, find out what we can
agree upon, and work toward it to-
gether, as opposed to conflict, arro-
gance, and just meanness.

Bill would be disappointed today if he
saw the continued decline in of the de-
meanor of the House. | would hope that
maybe we can think about putting to-
gether the Emerson Society and say
this is the bottom and let us get to-
gether. It is very close. We have a lot
of work to do. Let us try to do it in the
tradition and in the spirit of my friend,
Bill Emerson.

TRIBUTE TO BILL EMERSON

(Mr. CHAMBLISS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, |
have many fond memories of my close
personal friend and colleague, Bill Em-
erson. Probably one of my fondest
memories is of the very first day that
I was sworn in as a Member of Congress
in 1995. My wife and | attended the
Speaker’s prayer service that morning,
and Bill stood up and he said some-
thing that | will never forget. He intro-
duced us freshman Members to the
prayer breakfast that is held by Mem-
bers of the House every Thursday
morning and he said, “If you attend
that prayer breakfast and you pray
with your colleagues on both sides of
the aisle, when you disagree with those
colleagues on the floor of the House,
you will do it in a much more civil
manner.”’

Bill Emerson was right. As we are
starting off here today, it looks like it
is one of those days that, if Bill were
here, he would remind us of that. Bill
represented in this body everything
there is about honesty, decency, and
integrity. There are only two things
that Bill loved better than this House,
and that was his God and his family. |
thank God that Bill Emerson served in
this body, and | thank Jo ANN and the
girls for sharing Bill with us. This
great country that we live in is a much
better country because Bill Emerson
served with us.
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TAX CUTS

(Ms. STABENOW asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. Speaker, | first
would indicate that | did not serve
with Congressman Emerson. | have
served with the gentlewoman from Mis-
souri [Mrs. EMERSON]. And if he is half
as good as she, | missed serving with a
wonderful man and appreciate the com-
ments today.

Mr. Speaker, | am rising to speak to
the issue of tax cuts today. We have a
bill in front of us that came from the
Committee on Ways and Means that,
unfortunately, does not do what con-
stituents in my district in Michigan
need to have done.

When | supported the balanced budg-
et agreement, | did so assuming we
would take those precious tax cut dol-
lars and focus them on the hard-work-
ing, middle-class families in my dis-
trict and around the country. And in-
stead, what we have is 80 percent of
those tax cuts, when fully imple-
mented, going to the top 5 percent of
the public, once again, with the philos-
ophy that somehow if the rich get rich-
er, it will trickle down to each of us.

The folks in my district, who work
hard every day, want to be able to have
help to send their children to college,
work hard, be able to sell their homes.
I would like very much to see that tax
relief bill go to hard-working families.

TAX RELIEF

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, any ex-
cuse is a good excuse if you do not
want to do something. There are some
here in Congress that would use any
excuse to vote against tax relief for
working Americans. Let us look at the
capital gains tax relief. One popular ex-
cuse is it is only for the rich. Yet the
IRS tells us that nearly three out of
four that will benefit from this make
less than $75,000 a year.

Economists tell us that it will not
cost anything, it will not reduce the
Federal revenue; in fact, it will in-
crease the Federal revenue. And let us
look at the $500 per child tax relief.
Some will say you do not deserve it if
you make more than $40,000 per year. |
guess if you make more than $40,000,
they think you are rich and you should
not control more of your own money,
so they would vote against any tax re-
lief.

There are those that think working
Americans do not deserve tax relief
today. But remember, any excuse is a
good excuse if you do not want to do
something.

NO TO MEGAN’S KILLER

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Jesse
Timmendequas, the convicted killer of
7-year-old Megan, is now pleading for
his life. Megan’s Killer told the jury, “I
am sorry and | pray for Megan every
day. And | ask you to let me live.”” Un-
believable.

Did this bum ever consider the
screams and pleadings of little Megan?
Think about it. Megan’s Kkiller now
wants a roof over his head, three
square meals, air-conditioning, a law
library, cable television.

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. Enough is
enough. Megan’s Killer should be put to
death. | say good night, sweet prince.
Go and plead your case with the demon
himself.

| yield back the balance of any more
of these types of crimes.

PRESIDENT’S FORUM ON LAKE
TAHOE

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, recently
the White House announced the dates
for the President’s Forum on Lake
Tahoe. At this conference, both the
economic and environmental chal-
lenges that face the Lake Tahoe Basin
and its surrounding communities will
hopefully be addressed.

Among these concerns are the need
for alternative forms of transportation
and to address the fading clarity of the
water, which is decreasing at an alarm-
ing rate of over 1 foot per year. This
forum represents an important first
step in the fight to preserve the Lake
Tahoe Basin.

Equally as important, this forum rep-
resents the ability and the willingness
of environmental and private property
interests to work together toward a
common goal. Through the two com-
munity forums and three workshops
prior to the event, people from all lev-
els of government as well as local resi-
dents will have a voice in this forum.
Because of this cooperation, both pri-
vate property owners and Government
representatives will have constructive
input.

The Lake Tahoe Basin has become a
place for everyone to enjoy and share.
From the idea that all people should
share this beautiful work of nature has
come the realization that we are all re-
sponsible for its well-being.

Mr. Speaker, Lake Tahoe is a na-
tional treasure that must be preserved,
and this forum will help us reach this
goal.

DAY-CARE CREDIT

(Mrs. KENNELLY of Connecticut
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. KENNELLY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday | stood here talking
about the millions of families that
were going to lose part of their child
credit if, in fact, they took their day-
care credit, millions of families.
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Yesterday the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. ARCHER] sent a letter to the Presi-
dent offering to modify the Committee
on Ways and Means package, drop the
provision of taking away 50 percent of
the child-care credit.

The gentleman from Texas, Chair-
man ARCHER, has gone halfway; he can
do better. Now any family who earns
over $50,000, $50,000, one, will lose their
credit. That might sound like a lot of
money to somebody. But to a police-
man and a teacher working, paying
their FICA tax, trying to save money
to educate their children, that day-care
credit is important.

Today, | say the headline is 2 million
families are better off. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr. ARCHER] can make ad-
ditional families better off tomorrow.
We have not gone to the Committee on
Rules. He is on the right track. Let us
get rid of that interaction between the
day-care credit and the child care cred-
it, it will be a better bill.

TAX RELIEF

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, where are
the old Democrats, like President John
Kennedy, who favored tax cuts? The
truth is that the 1960’s changed the
Democratic Party maybe forever. And
now liberal Democrats and tax cuts go
together like Dennis Rodman and the
National Basketball Association Com-
missioner David Stern.

So we have to rely on Republicans if
average people are to have hope of a
tax cut. The liberals were, meanwhile,
busy building a great society on the
backs of working people. President
Reagan gave working people a break in
the 1980’s and passed tax cuts for every-
one who brought home a paycheck.

Well, now we have got a President in
office that, as a candidate, ran on the
idea of tax cuts for the middle class but
soon changed his mind after getting
elected. This is something that the new
Democrats seem to have a habit of
doing. So now it is up to the Repub-
lican Congress to try to get the same
President to get a little tax relief to
average American families.

TAX BREAKS FOR THE MIDDLE
CLASS

(Mr. WYNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to talk about tax cuts, Democratic tax
cuts. The issue today before America is
not whether we should have tax cuts.
The issue is who should benefit. The
Republicans have an elitist view of tax
cuts. That is to say, the rich would
benefit. Two-thirds of their tax cuts go
to the wealthiest 5 percent of Ameri-
cans, Americans who make an average
of $250,000 a year.

On the other hand, the Democrats
want tax cuts for the middle class and
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for the working class, those people
making under $58,000 a year. In fact,
three-fourths of the tax breaks in the
Democratic tax package go to working
Americans making under $58,000 a year.

The Republicans talk about capital
gains, but they give the capital gains
tax breaks to the very wealthy. The
Democrats, on the other hand, target
capital gains tax breaks to working
families, families who sell their homes,
small businesses. The Democrats want
tax breaks for the middle class. The
Democrats want tax breaks. They want
fair tax breaks.

TAX CUTS

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, | lis-
tened with great interest to my col-
league, the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. WYNN], and I really appreciate the
lecture on tax cuts from our friend on
the left. It is akin to letting Dr.
Kevorkian come in and design a Medi-
care plan for us.

The problem is this: The numbers
that are being used by my friends on
the left have been cooked well beyond
well done. Let us tell the truth to the
American people, Mr. Speaker. The
fact is this: Tax cuts proposed by our
majority, over 70 percent go to families
earning between $20,000 and $75,000 a
year.

Mr. Speaker, | do not believe most
working Americans consider them-
selves rich. In fact, Mr. Speaker, | do
not believe most working Americans
pay rent to themselves for the houses
they own. Yet the numbers offered by
the highly partisan Treasury Depart-
ment are the numbers upon which our
friends on the left base their baseless
canards. The fact is we provide tax re-
lief to working families. That is the
difference.

AMERICAN LEGION SUPPORTS
ETHERIDGE RESOLUTION

(Mr. ETHERIDGE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, to
my friends on my left, | have intro-
duced a death or inheritance tax bill. |
would be happy to have my colleagues
join me, because there are Democrats
that do strongly support tax relief for
people who work.

Mr. Speaker, on Memorial Day, | was
proud to honor John T. Bone, a hero of
World War Il, at the American Legion
in EIm City, NC, and present to him
the medals that he had waited half a
century to accept.

Last week | was proud to join this
House in casting my vote to ban the
desecration of the American flag. And
today | am proud to announce to this
House that the American Legion has
joined me in support of my resolution
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for educational standards of excellence
for America’s schools.

Mr. Speaker, | share with my col-
leagues the words of the American Le-
gion when they say: ‘“The American
Legion applauds your initiative to in-
troduce challenging academic stand-
ards into our Nation’s educational sys-
tem. The American Legion has been a
long-time supporter of a quality edu-
cation for each child. The adoption of
challenging academic standards by
each State would go a long way in
helping this Nation reach educational
excellence for our children.”

I urge my colleagues to join me in
this resolution.

TRIBUTE TO BRIAN MATTHEW
EICHENBRENNER

(Mrs. MYRICK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, Brian
Matthew Eichenbrenner of Charlotte,
NC, died in the early hours of Saturday
morning, June 7, 1997, just 4 days be-
fore his 18th birthday.

He was valedictorian of Providence
Day School, and he also received the
Headmaster’s Award. He was the found-
er and president of the Society for the
Political Advancement of Mankind, an
Eagle Scout in Troop 133, and a faithful
member of Sardis Presbyterian Church,
president of SADD, member of the Cum
Laude Society, Outdoors Club; the list
goes on.

Brian had every right to be openly
proud of all of his achievements, but he
shunned the praise these distinctions
gave him. His life goal was to help oth-
ers help themselves. One would always
see Brian cheering on a fellow swimmer
or tutoring a peer or performing a sim-
ple act of friendship or love that he
freely gave to the world.

His family, community, and all who
knew Brian Eichenbrenner feel the void
of his death and appreciate the gifts
and values he instilled in their lives. In
lieu of achieving his earthly goals, he
will be with the Lord, watching over
the people he so dearly loved.

Brian Matthew Eichenbrenner of Charlotte,
NC, died in the early hours of Saturday, June
7, 1997—4 days before his 18th birthday.

He was valedictorian of Providence Day
School and he also received the Headmaster's
Award. Brian was the founder and president of
the Society for the Political Advancement of
Mankind, an Eagle Scout in Troop 133, and a
faithful member of Sardis Presbyterian
Church, president of SADD, member of the
Cum Laude Society, Outdoors Club—the list
goes on.

Brian had every right to be openly proud of
his achievements. However, he shunned the
praise these distinctions gave him.

His life goal was to help others help them-
selves. One would always see Brian cheering
along a fellow swimmer, tutoring a peer, or
performing a simple act of friendship and love
that he freely gave the world.

Brian Eichenbrenner chose politics as his
method to aid his fellow man. One of his
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dreams was to have led a filibuster in the U.S.
Senate. In 2032, Mr. Eichenbrenner was plan-
ning to run, and win, the Presidential election.

Brian lived his life to the fullest. He spent
his life donating his time and efforts toward his
peers. He desired their success as much as,
or even more, than he desired his own.

His family, community, and all who knew
Brian Eichenbrenner feel the void of his death
and appreciate the gifts and values he instilled
in their lives.

In lieu of achieving his earthly goals, he will
be with the Lord, watching over the people he
so dearly loved—those he called his friends.

O 1115

IN SUPPORT OF TAX FAIRNESS

(Ms. VELAZQUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, there
is an old saying that says ‘“‘Lead, follow
or get out of the way.”” This would have
been good advice for the Republicans
when Democrats tried to provide disas-
ter assistance to the Midwest. This
would have been good advice for the
Republicans when they tried to Kill the
Democrats’ $500 child tax credit to
working mothers who need child care
in order to work.

The Republicans will do well to heed
this advice once more as Democrats
fight to provide tax fairness to working
Americans. The Republicans claim that
low-income people do not pay taxes.
That is nonsense. The poor pay their
fair share of taxes and the Republicans
know it.

The Republicans are out of touch
with working families in this country.
Their idea of tax fairness is to give tax
breaks to millionaires and to allow big
corporations to pay no taxes at all. |
ask Members, how many Americans
think this is fair?

Lead, follow, or get out of the way.

THE REPUBLICAN TAX BILL

(Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, | guess it is not surpris-
ing to hear so many Democrat voices
voice opposition to tax relief. The same
liberal Democrats who claim to care so
much about children have a strange
way of showing it.

According to the House Committee
on Ways and Means, 657,000 children in
the State of Connecticut would be eli-
gible for the tax credit if the Repub-
lican tax bill were to become law. That
is $1.1 billion for Connecticut children,
Mr. Speaker.

In the State of New York, 3.1 million
kids; that is 3.1 million Kkids, Mr.
Speaker, stand to benefit from the Re-
publican tax relief package. That
translates into $5.3 billion for New
York children.

Do these liberals really want to deny
that help to their State’s children?
Perhaps this is how the liberals now
define compassion, take money away
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from the parents, set up some huge
Government program and hire bureau-
crats to replace parents.

REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, let me talk
about facts, not labels. The gentleman
from Arizona, a colleague on the com-
mittee, has cited the canard of the Re-
publicans: Fully 71 percent of the tax
relief provided will be for people mak-
ing between $20,000 and $75,000 a year.
Let me tell my colleagues why that is
simply inaccurate.

First of all, that stops at the 5th
year. It does not take into account
years 6 through 10 of the budget agree-
ment that relates to 10 years. So the
impact of the capital gains and the
IRA’s are not taken into account.

Second, that miscalculation does not
include the impact of the corporate tax
or the estate tax.

Third, it counts as taxes paid,
amounts paid by taxpayers to take ad-
vantage of the IRA provisions and the
capital gains provisions that are going
to save them taxes in the long run. It
is a phony figure. The Treasury De-
partment has it right.

WHEN IN DOUBT, TELL THE
TRUTH

(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize a high school senior
in my district in Minnesota for simply
telling the truth, even when it hurt.

Recently the Elgin-Millville Watch-
men provided the Dover-Eyota Eagles
in a sectional tournament baseball
game. In the fifth inning, Watchmen
left fielder Jason Livingston missed a
fly ball and saw it barely clear the
fence for a home run. The umpire, how-
ever, ruled the hit a ground-rule dou-
ble, thinking it had bounced over the
fence.

Jason was the only one in position to
know exactly what had happened.
Without hesitating, he indicated to the
umpire that the ball had cleared the
fence for a home run. The umpire re-
versed his call, the Watchmen ended up
losing the game, and Jason’s baseball
career ended that afternoon.

Mark Twain once said, “When in
doubt, tell the truth.”” Well, Jason Liv-
ingston never had a doubt. He said it
was no big deal, he just did what was
right. A week after the game, Jason
graduated from high school without a
baseball trophy. But some things are
just more important.

THE REPUBLICAN TAX PROPOSAL

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, Demo-
crats want tax cuts, but the Repub-
lican tax proposal is the tax policy
equivalent of Peter Pan’s never-never
land. It is an expression of the desire to
never grow old and never die. Why are
there billions of tax cuts going to the
dead and the immortal? Republican es-
tate tax proposals would have the J.P.
Morgan estate paying no taxes if he
were able to take advantage of it. And
just like Peter Pan, corporations live
forever and many would pay no taxes,
and many corporations would make
shamefully little contributions to the
Nation that is the source of their vast
wealth.

What does the average worker have
in common with the wealthy dead and
the eternal life of corporations? Noth-
ing, except that they would be paying
more taxes. We want to vote for tax
cuts for the living. The Democratic
substitute provides tax cuts for real
live people, for education, for reducing
taxes, on buying and selling your home
or transferring a small business to fam-
ily members, and for working families.
That is tax cuts that we can support.

CAPITAL GAINS TAX CUTS HELP
ALL AMERICANS

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, Americans are confused by a
lot of misinformation about capital
gains tax cuts. For instance, liberal
Democrats whine that the capital gains
tax cuts are gifts from the Federal
Government to the rich, and the liberal
media use their megaphones to repeat
these claims as if they were the truth.

Let us remember that capital is just
another word for the money that is the
source and the lifeblood of every job
and every business that ever has been
or ever will be created. Forty percent
of all the stock in America is owned by
families making less than $75,000 per
year.

The capital gains tax cut will help
millions of middle class Americans:
Every American who has invested in a
mutual fund, every American who
saves for a home, every American who
invests for their retirement or have
pensions, every American who saves for
their children’s education.

The liberals are wrong. A capital
gains tax reduction is not a tax break
for the wealthy.

STAND WITH WORKING
AMERICANS

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, this is a wakeup call for
working America and a wakeup call for
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middle-income Americans. Many of us
as Democrats have had a prior life, and
many times as local officials we voted
all the time to cut taxes and stand
with working Americans.

I do not know what the Republicans
are talking about, but when you take 6
million families and you deny them a
child tax credit when they have ex-
penses of child care, that is not stand-
ing with working Americans. When you
hurt women workers by making them
independent contractors so they can-
not get health coverage or pension ben-
efits, that is not standing with working
Americans.

And then small businesses. When
they are denied the right to take 100
percent deductibility for the health
coverage that they provide their work-
ers but yet the big guys can take 100
percent deductions, the corporations
can do it, then my Republican col-
leagues are not listening.

You do not know that the Democrats
are standing with working Americans.
We want a tax cut, but we want it for
the bunch of Americans who work
every day. Middle-income Americans
who are trying to support their chil-
dren know the facts. Stand with the
Democrats who have a bill that you
can support that has a real tax plan.

TAX RELIEF

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. | was going
to talk about another issue, but I'll
save that for another day. It seems im-
portant that we point out, Mr. Speak-
er, that over the last 40 years of Demo-
crat control of this House, taxes in-
creased much faster than inflation. My
first year in Congress, 1993, the Demo-
crat leadership without a single Repub-
lican vote decided that the best way to
go was to increase taxes $250 billion
over that 5-year period. Now, what we
are talking about is giving only a small
part of that 1993 tax increase back to
the American people. We are only giv-
ing $85 billion back of that $250 billion
tax increase. What we have got to do is
figure out the kind of tax changes that
are going to increase job opportunity,
increase paychecks and give more free-
dom and opportunity and responsibil-
ity to individuals.

THE REPUBLICAN TAX BILL: BEN-
EFITS FOR WALL STREET, NOT
MAIN STREET

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the American people want tax relief.
They want Ilower taxes. But, Mr.
Speaker, the American people want a
tax cut that goes to the people who
need it the most, America’s working
families.
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The Republican tax bill is a boom for
Wall Street, but a bust for Main Street.
The Republican tax bill gives little re-
lief to working people, people strug-
gling to pay their mortgage, pay their
car loan, pay their credit card bill and
send their kids to college. The Repub-
licans give most of their tax breaks to
the wealthiest people in America. Al-
most 60 percent of the Republican tax
breaks go to people earning $250,000 a
year or more. That is not right, it is
not fair, and it is not just. It is not
what the American people want.

The Democrats want and the Amer-
ican people want a tax cut that goes to
the middle class, to the hard-working
families that need it the most. These
are the people who deserve tax relief.
Let us not give it away to the yacht
owners, the junk bond traders and
Rolls Royce drivers. Let us say no to
the Republican tax bill.

SUPPORT H.R. 1955 TO DENY MILI-
TARY HONOR BURIALS TO
DEATH PENALTY CONVICTS

(Mr. KNOLLENBERG asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday | introduced H.R. 1955 with
the support of many of my colleagues
in order to prevent death penalty con-
victs from receiving military burial
honors in our Nation’s 114 veterans’
cemeteries.

Today, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. SKELTON] is offering an amend-
ment to the defense authorization act
prohibiting the same sorts of burial
honors. I am a cosponsor on that
amendment. It saddens me personally
to offer this legislation, but it is the
right thing to do for the veterans of
our country who have given so much
for us.

The most heinous domestic violence
act ever committed ripped apart the
insides of our Nation. I am talking
about the Oklahoma City bombing
which will always remain, | believe, in-
grained in our hearts, our minds and
our souls.

And yet the perpetrator of this das-
tardly act which Kkilled 168 people,
many of whom were children, can re-
ceive a military honor burial in a vet-
erans’ cemetery after he receives his
death penalty sentence.

Our Nation’s veterans’ cemeteries are
sacred ground. They are a solemn and
sad reminder of the price our Nation
has paid for the freedom we enjoy
every day. It is not fitting to allow
Timothy McVeigh in the company of
our fallen heroes.

A DIFFERENCE OF OPINION ON
TAX BILL

(Mr. HINCHEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, it must
be confusing to people who may have
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been watching and listening to these
statements over the course of the last
several minutes. There are obviously
two differences of opinion here.

Let us look at the analysis from an
objective, nonpartisan group. The Citi-
zens for Tax Justice, who are exactly
that, have told us that the Republican
tax cut benefits overwhelmingly the
richest people in the country. Sixty
percent of their tax cut goes to 40 per-
cent of the American people. That bla-
tantly is unfair. On top of that, they
are attempting to repeal the alter-
native minimum tax. The alternative
minimum tax was put into place to
make sure that the most profitable
American corporations pay at least
something in taxes every year to the
Federal Government. If they are not
paying their taxes, then American fam-
ilies have to make up that difference.
That is what they are trying to do, to
pass the obligation to pay for what the
country needs from the richest people
to the average working people. We are
opposed to that and we are determined
to stop it.

TAX RELIEF NOW

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, the average worker is work-
ing longer and harder to achieve the
American dream, in part because it has
been 16 years since this Congress has
passed any significant tax relief.

This is about to change. The House
and Senate have drafted bills which
would provide five important areas of
relief for our workers, our families and
our children. They include a $500 per
child tax credit, death tax relief, cap-
ital gains reduction, expanded IRAs
and education initiatives to help chil-
dren afford college. These were agreed
to by the President and the Congress
and this Congress has held up its end of
the bargain, but the President is back-
tracking.

Tell me, is the President for tax re-
lief or not? It is time for the President
to quit waffling. Americans want, need
and deserve tax relief now.

O 1130

DEMOCRATS WANT A TAX CUT
FOR AMERICA’S FAMILIES WHO
MOST NEED IT

(Ms. KILPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, we
want a tax cut. The Congress has voted
for 85 billion dollars’ worth of tax cuts
over the next few years. What Demo-
crats say is we want that tax cut for
America’s families who most need it.
We believe that those middle-income
families who work hard to raise their
children, who want them to go to col-
lege, need that assistance. We want the
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bulk of Americans to have the benefit
of this Tax Code. The Democratic plan
gives us that advantage.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican plan
speaks to the wealthiest 5 percent of
American citizens who have benefited
from America’s greatness. The Demo-
cratic plan provides for children in
America to receive that higher edu-
cation for families in America who
work every day to receive the support
that they need.

Support the Democratic tax plan. Let
us work with our colleagues to make
sure that our plan reaches those Amer-
icans who need it most.

JUST LOOK AT THE NUMBERS

(Mr. ENSIGN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard a lot of talk about the numbers
of the tax bill and for the rich, for the
poor. Let us just look at a few of those
numbers right now.

The $500-per-child tax credit over the
10 years takes up $150 billion of the $250
billion in tax cuts. The education tax
credits take up $50 billion of that 250
billion. Add those together, that is 200
billion of the $250 billion, roughly 80
percent just in those two tax cuts.

Mr. Speaker, if we look at the bills,
and | do not say to the American peo-
ple to trust any politician up here,
look at the bill, pull it up on the
Internet, and people will see that no
one can receive 80 percent of the tax
cuts that makes over $125,000 a year as
a family, $75,000 a year as an individ-
ual.

Mr. Speaker, 75 percent of this tax
cut goes to people making less than
$75,000 a year. Do not take my word for
it. My colleagues should look it up for
themselves.

GOP PLAN REWARDS THE RICH
WHILE DEMOCRAT ALTERNATIVE
HELPS WORKING FAMILIES

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | follow
up on my colleague from the other side
of the aisle and say do, in fact, look at
the details and my colleagues will find
that the GOP tax plan rewards the rich
and the Democratic alternative helps
working families.

Let us look at the capital gains tax.
Basically the GOP plan would essen-
tially cut the capital gains tax across
the board. It would say that for the
sale of stocks, bonds or other assets
the rate would drop to 20 percent,
where it is now at 28 percent. What the
Democrats are saying is why benefit
Wall Street? Why benefit wealthy peo-
ple who have these large portfolios of
bonds and stocks? Let us help the
homeowner.

The capital gains tax cut is a good
idea, but it should be targeted for
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homeowners because that is where
most middle-class working people have
to pay a capital gains tax cut. Reduce
it for the person selling the home, not
the person with the large stock port-
folio.

And the same with the estate tax
break. Right now only 1.5 percent of
families currently pay any estate tax,
but the Republicans are saying that
they want to increase the amount up to
a million dollars. That is for the rich,
not for the working person.

WHY REPUBLICANS SUPPORT A
$500-PER-CHILD TAX CREDIT

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, more
confusion on the Democrat side of the
aisle; it is no wonder that their Presi-
dent is reaching over to Republicans to
try to work on a responsible tax bill.

As my colleagues know, the interest-
ing thing is in this tax debate we need
to talk about tax responsibility and so-
cial responsibility. We need in America
a tax system that is fair and honest, a
Tax Code that is clear, one that en-
courages and rewards work ethics. And
that is why Republicans are supporting
a $500-per-child tax credit for middle-
class working families.

My wife called me yesterday about
this gentleman in our district who is
on welfare. He is 30 years old, and he
has 16 kids at 30, and his quote was:
The Lord said be fruitful and multiply.

Now | am a father of four. | think the
Lord speaks a little bit more broadly
than that, such as ““You need to be pay-
ing for your Kkids.”” But under the Dem-
ocrat proposal, if one does not pay
taxes, they will still be able to get the
$500-per-child tax credit that middle-
class working families who pay taxes
are eligible to get. Huge difference.

HOW REPUBLICANS MISS THE
MARK OF BEING FAIR TO ALL
AMERICANS

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, | first
want to acknowledge that those of us
who knew Bill Emerson also knew how
to debate passionately for our views on
both sides and at least held to our
views. | differ from Bill Emerson, and |
also respect him. | hope we can do the
same thing as we talk about this tax
bill.

The chairman’s mark fails to do just
what the last speaker said it does do:
Be fair. It is not fair. It fails to do that.
The Democratic plan certainly is a bet-
ter alternative in being fair to all
Americans.

Take two examples. My colleagues
mentioned the $500 deduction that both
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AR-
CHER] has as well as the Democrats
have. The difference is they would deny
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that opportunity for struggling work-
ing people, but they would not even in-
clude the earned income tax credit in
terms of the calculation. That is one
example.

The other example is that under the
Archer mark there is 600 dollars’ worth
of relief that would be given, where the
Democrat would give $1,100.

These are just a few examples how
they miss the mark of being fair to all
Americans. Let us debate this issue,
but let us debate it objectively.

RESTRICT TAX CUTS TO PEOPLE
WHO ARE ACTUALLY PAYING
TAXES

(Mr. NEUMANN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. NEUMANN. Mr. Speaker, as this
debate on reducing taxes on working
families in America unfolds, | find it
somewhat amazing what is going on up
there. One of the goofiest criticisms
that | have heard is that people that
are paying no taxes in this country do
not get a tax cut. Well, out where 1
come from, people are having a hard
time understanding how they can cut
taxes if they are not paying any taxes
in the first place.

Mr. Speaker, some may be feeling a
bit confused about this statement, and
I got to confess | was confused when |
first heard it. Now presumably the lib-
eral Democrats who have been voicing
this criticism have been saying this
with a straight face. But it is hard to
know when one is only reading such ri-
diculous accounts in the newspapers,
but apparently it is true. There are ac-
tually some liberal Democrats who are
outraged that they will not be getting
a tax cut, even though they are not
paying any taxes in the first place.

I have to tell my colleagues, back in
my district, back in Wisconsin, a lot of
folks are asking, ‘““How could you pos-
sibly cut taxes if you’'re not paying any
taxes to start with? Doesn’t that turn
the tax cut into a social welfare pro-
gram?”’ | have to say that | think it is
very important that we do restrict the
tax cuts to people who are actually
paying taxes.

CONGRESS IS NOT DOING ITS JOB

(Mr. GEJDENSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to just have a slight correc-
tion to my colleague in that these peo-
ple do pay taxes, and they pay a lot of
taxes because they are at the bottom
and their FICA taxes eat up a big por-
tion of their earnings. The basic ques-
tion is, what is the job of Congress?

Under the Republican proposal, a
family that makes $17,000 a year will
lose a thousand dollars, and a billion-
aire corporation will pay lower taxes.
It seems to me there can be arguments
for lowering everybody’s taxes, but a
Congress that in the same product
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takes away a thousand dollars from a
struggling family trying to eke out a
living on less money than most people
in this room spend on their vacations a
year is a Congress that is not doing its
job.

The choices for people are clear, that
at the bottom of the economic ladder
in this country people still have to
make a decision about clothing, feed-
ing and providing health care for their
children. We are debating whether we
are going to provide health care to half
the children out there without health
care or none of them. We need to take
care of those responsibilities first.

WHO IS ON MY SIDE?

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman who spoke about providing tax
relief to people who do not pay taxes is
absolutely off the mark. The fact of the
matter is that people are paying pay-
roll taxes and the child credit applies
to those FICA or payroll taxes.

Let us get the story straight.

Republicans have proposed a tax cut
proposal; Democrats have proposed a
tax cut proposal. We are for tax cuts.
The issue is who benefits from the
Democratic program or the Republican
program? | submit to my colleagues
that the Republican bill is nothing
more than a windfall for the wealthiest
Americans, and a Democratic alter-
native offers real tax relief to middle-
class families. The Democratic tax
package puts money straight into the
pockets of average working middle-
class families. The majority of the ben-
efits from the Democratic bill go to
families making less than $100,000 a
year in this country. The Republicans
want to provide the richest corpora-
tions in this Nation and in the world
with a reduction in their tax obligation
and at the same time deny to working
families the opportunity to get a child
care tax credit because both men and
women are in the workplace.

Understand the debate and the argu-
ment. It is an important one.

THE BUDGET AGREEMENT IS A
GOOD START

(Ms. GRANGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, when |
ask people back home, far away from
the political battles of Washington,
what our budget priorities should be, |
often get responses like this: Well, 1|
hear Medicare is going broke, so |
guess we should do something to save
it, and | think the Government should
let me keep more of my money, so |
definitely think that average folks like
me should get a tax cut.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to report
that the budget agreement will be good
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news to people back home, people like
that. This budget agreement takes an
important step towards saving Medi-
care, and it contains permanent tax re-
lief for average people. Congress is fi-
nally acting and can act in a bipartisan
way to enact necessary Medicare re-
forms so that seniors are protected and
Medicare is saved, and Congress is also
acting in a bipartisan way to let Amer-
ican families keep more of their own
money, not our money.

This budget agreement reflects the
priorities of average Americans who
want to retire with health care secu-
rity and want to have a little more
freedom to enjoy the fruits of their
labor. | am going to vote for it. | think
it is a good start.

JUNETEENTH INDEPENDENCE DAY

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, today
in the Ninth Congressional District in
my State of Texas, we celebrate
Juneteenth Independence Day.

President Abraham Lincoln signed
the Emancipation Proclamation in 1863
to abolish slavery, but it was not until
June 19, 1865, 132 years ago today, that
U.S. Gen. Gordon Granger rode into
Galveston, TX in my district to an-
nounce that the State’s 200,000 slaves
were free.

Although this holiday originated in
Texas, it is being celebrated through-
out our Nation today. | encourage all
Americans to join with me and with
the citizens of Texas, not only in cele-
bration, but to take a moment to re-
flect on the meaning of Juneteenth and
remember those African-Americans
who have been slaves and who suffered
and struggled to move from slavery to
freedom.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, quoting Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.: “We must use
time creatively in the knowledge that
the time is always ripe to do right.”

SUPPORT THE B-2

(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, today we
are going to have a vote on the B-2
amendment. That is a question of
whether or not we are going to have
this tremendous aircraft in our inven-
tory in numbers in excess of 20.

As my colleagues know, during Viet-
nam we lost about 2,300 fixed-wing air-
craft to SAM missiles. Those were the
surface-to-air missiles that the Rus-
sians were proliferating to their friends
around the world and are still pro-
liferating to their friends. A SAM mis-
sile took down Scot O’Grady a few
months ago in Bosnia when he was fly-
ing his high-performance F-16 aircraft.

If we turn down the B-2 today, it is
going to be the first time the American
people have decided to send their
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young pilots out in aircraft that are
not the very, very best that this Nation
can provide. Support the B-2. Our
troops need it.

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). The question is on the motion to
adjourn offered by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. FORBES].

The question was taken.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, | object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 27, nays 389,
not voting 18, as follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 211]

YEAS—27
Ackerman Hastings (FL) Moran (VA)
Brown (CA) Hinchey Oberstar
Condit John Obey
Conyers King (NY) Pastor
Dingell LaFalce Riley
Engel McCarthy (NY) Stark
Farr McNulty Towns
Filner Millender- Waxman
Forbes McDonald
Fowler Mink

NAYS—389
Abercrombie Camp Dreier
Aderholt Campbell Duncan
Allen Canady Dunn
Andrews Cannon Edwards
Archer Capps Ehlers
Armey Cardin Ehrlich
Bachus Carson Emerson
Baesler Castle English
Baker Chabot Ensign
Baldacci Chambliss Eshoo
Ballenger Chenoweth Etheridge
Barcia Christensen Evans
Barr Clay Everett
Barrett (NE) Clayton Ewing
Barrett (WI) Clement Fawell
Bartlett Clyburn Fazio
Barton Coble Foglietta
Bass Coburn Foley
Bateman Collins Ford
Becerra Combest Fox
Bentsen Cook Frank (MA)
Bereuter Cooksey Franks (NJ)
Berman Costello Frelinghuysen
Berry Cox Frost
Bilbray Coyne Furse
Bilirakis Cramer Gallegly
Bishop Crane Ganske
Blagojevich Crapo Gejdenson
Bliley Cubin Gekas
Blumenauer Cummings Gibbons
Blunt Cunningham Gilchrest
Boehlert Danner Gillmor
Boehner Davis (FL) Gilman
Bonilla Davis (IL) Gonzalez
Bonior Davis (VA) Goode
Bono Deal Goodlatte
Borski DeFazio Gordon
Boswell Delahunt Goss
Boucher DelLauro Graham
Boyd DelLay Granger
Brady Dellums Green
Brown (FL) Deutsch Greenwood
Brown (OH) Diaz-Balart Gutierrez
Bryant Dickey Gutknecht
Bunning Dicks Hall (OH)
Burr Dixon Hall (TX)
Burton Doggett Hamilton
Buyer Dooley Hansen
Callahan Doolittle Harman
Calvert Doyle Hastert
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Hastings (WA) McHugh Sanford
Hayworth Mclnnis Sawyer
Hefley Mcintosh Saxton
Hefner Mclntyre Scarborough
Herger McKeon Schaefer, Dan
Hill McKinney Schaffer, Bob
Hilleary Meehan Schumer
Hilliard Meek Scott
Hinojosa Menendez Sensenbrenner
Hobson Metcalf Serrano
Hoekstra Mica Sessions
Holden Miller (FL) Shadegg
Hooley Minge Shaw
Horn Moakley Shays
Hostettler Molinari Sherman
Houghton Mollohan Shimkus
Hoyer Moran (KS) Shuster
Hulshof Morella Sisisky
Hunter Murtha Skaggs
Hutchinson Myrick Skeen
Hyde Nadler Skelton
Inglis Neal Slaughter
Jackson (IL) Nethercutt Smith (MI)
Jackson-Lee Neumann Smith (NJ)
(TX) Ney Smith (OR)
Jefferson Northup Smith (TX)
Jenkins Norwood Smith, Linda
Johnson (CT) Nussle Snowbarger
Johnson (WI1) Olver Snyder
Johnson, E. B. Ortiz Solomon
Johnson, Sam Owens Souder
Jones Oxley Spence
Kanjorski Packard Spratt
Kaptur Pallone Stabenow
Kasich Pappas Stearns
Kelly Parker Stenholm
Kennedy (MA) Pascrell Strickland
Kennedy (RI) Paul Stump
Kennelly Paxon Stupak
Kildee Payne Sununu
Kilpatrick Pease Talent
Kim Pelosi Tanner
Kind (WI) Peterson (MN) Tauscher
Kingston Peterson (PA) Tauzin
Kleczka Petri Taylor (MS)
Knollenberg Pickering Taylor (NC)
Kolbe Pickett Thomas
Kucinich Pitts Thompson
LaHood Porter Thornberry
Lampson Portman Thune
Lantos Poshard Thurman
Largent Price (NC) Tiahrt
Latham Pryce (OH) Tierney
LaTourette Quinn Torres
Lazio Radanovich Traficant
Leach Rahall Turner
Levin Ramstad Upton
Lewis (CA) Rangel Velazquez
Lewis (GA) Redmond Vento
Lewis (KY) Regula Visclosky
Linder Reyes Walsh
Livingston Riggs Wamp
LoBiondo Rivers Waters
Lofgren Rodriguez Watkins
Lowey Roemer Watt (NC)
Lucas Rogan Watts (OK)
Luther Rogers Weldon (FL)
Maloney (CT) Rohrabacher Weldon (PA)
Maloney (NY) Ros-Lehtinen Weller
Manzullo Rothman Wexler
Martinez Roukema Weygand
Mascara Roybal-Allard White
Matsui Royce Whitfield
McCarthy (MO) Rush Wicker
McCollum Ryun Wolf
McCrery Sabo Woolsey
McDade Salmon Wynn
McDermott Sanchez Yates
McGovern Sanders Young (AK)
McHale Sandlin Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—18

0O 1223
Messrs. BoB ScHAFFER of Colorado,

WYNN, and WELDON of Florida, Ms.
DANNER, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts,
Mr. JEFFERSON, Ms. KAPTUR, and

Messrs. LARGENT, LEVIN, and THOMAS,
and Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and
Mr. OWwWENS changed their vote from
“‘yea’ to “‘nay.”

So the motion was not agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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PROPOSED CHANGES TO RULE ON
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION

(Mr. BONIOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | wish to
inquire of the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Rules, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON],
what proposed changes he may have to
offer with respect to the rule.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONIOR. 1 yield
tleman from New York.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | would
say to the minority whip that out of
consideration for the ranking member
of the Committee on National Secu-
rity, the gentleman from California
[Mr. DELLUMS], who we have the great-
est respect for, | have said that many
times and will say it over and over
again. He and | come from different
philosophical persuasions, but he is one
of the true gentlemen and sincere
Members of this body.

Because of that, we are going to
change this rule and we are going to re-
move an amendment that would be a
striking amendment on the B-2 bomb-
er, remove that from the rule, having
made it in order. And we will make in
order the original Dellums amendment
No. 104, which is a striking amendment
and the transfer of those funds. That
will be one change in the rule that |
will propose in a few minutes.

Second, we will make in order an Ev-
erett amendment No. 77 dealing with
the depots around this country with a
1-hour debate.

We will substitute a Frank amend-
ment; we will make in order a Frank
amendment No. 85 instead of the Frank
amendment No. 83. In addition to that,
we will make a Traficant amendment
No. 3 authorizing the use of the defense
personnel to assist border patrols to
stop illegal immigration coming into
this country. And we will make in
order a Weldon amendment No. 110
which is a sense of Congress on the
need for Russian transparency on the
Yamantau Mountain project. That is
somewhat classified information, but
most of the Members understand what
that is all about.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, is the gen-
tleman anticipating any additional
time on any of these amendments?

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield, we
will include on the B-2 issue, we will
extend that to 1% hours by agreement.
And, of course, the Everett amendment
has an hour of debate based on the
agreement we just discussed.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman. | thank him and the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ARMEY] and
others for signing off on this agree-
ment.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield, I will
call up the rule in just a moment. | will
make this unanimous-consent request.
If it is objected to, | will wait until the

to the gen-
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end of the rule and then make the
unanimous-consent request again. If it
is objected to, I will move that unani-
mous-consent request before the vote
on the rule.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1119, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 1998

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, |
call up House Resolution 169 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 169

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution, the Speaker may,
pursuant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare
the House resolved into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1119) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal years 1998
and 1999 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal years 1998 and
1999, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and the amendments made
in order by this resolution and shall not ex-
ceed two hours equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on National
Security. After general debate the bill shall
be considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule.

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on National
Security now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived.

(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except the amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution and
amendments en bloc described in section 3 of
this resolution.

(c) Except as specified in section 5 of this
resolution, each amendment printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules shall be
considered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. Unless other-
wise specified in the report, each amendment
printed in the report shall be debatable for
ten minutes equally divided and controlled
by the proponent and an opponent and shall
not be subject to amendment (except that
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on National Security each
may offer one pro forma amendment for the
purpose of further debate on any pending
amendment).
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(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules and amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

(e) Consideration of the first two amend-
ments in part 1 of the report of the Commit-
tee on Rules shall begin with an additional
period of general debate, which shall be con-
fined to the subject of United States forces
in Bosnia and shall not exceed one hour
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on National Security.

Sec. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on National
Security or his designee to offer amend-
ments en bloc consisting of amendments
printed in part 2 of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules not earlier disposed of or
germane modifications of any such amend-
ment. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant
to this section shall be considered as read
(except that modifications shall be reported),
shall be debatable for twenty minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on National Security or their des-
ignees, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. For the purpose of
inclusion in such amendments en bloc, an
amendment printed in the form of a motion
to strike may be modified to the form of a
germane perfecting amendment to the text
originally proposed to be stricken. The origi-
nal proponent of an amendment included in
such amendments en bloc may insert a state-
ment in the Congressional record imme-
diately before the disposition of the amend-
ment en bloc.

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may: (1) postpone until a time
during further consideration in the Commit-
tee of the Whole a request for a recorded
vote on any amendment; and (2) reduce to
five minutes the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on any postponed question that
follows another electronic vote without in-
tervening business, provided that the mini-
mum time for electronic voting on the first
in any series of questions shall be fifteen
minutes.

SEC. 5. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consideration of
any amendment printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules out of the order printed,
but not sooner than one hour after the chair-
man of the Committee on National Security
or a designee announces from the floor a re-
quest to that effect.

SEC. 6. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 7. House Resolutions 161, 162, and 165
are laid on the table.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). The gentleman from New York
[Mr. SoLoMON] is recognized for 1 hour.

REQUEST FOR MODIFICATION TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 169

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that during the
consideration of H.R. 1119, pursuant to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

House Resolution 169,
order:

To offer the amendment numbered 7
in part 1 of House Report 105-137 in the
modified form that | have placed at the
desk, to debate it for 90 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS]
or his designee and an opponent, and
otherwise to consider it as though
printed in House Report 105-137;

To offer the amendment numbered 15
in part 2 of House Report 105-137 in the
modified form that | have placed at the
desk, and to debate it for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
FRANK] or his designee and an oppo-
nent, and otherwise to consider it as
though printed in House Report 105-137;

To offer an amendment by the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. EVERETT] or
his designee in the form that | have
placed at the desk, and to debate it for
1 hour equally divided and controlled
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
EVERETT] or his designee and an oppo-
nent, and otherwise to consider it as
though printed in House Report 105-137;

To offer an amendment offered by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WELDON] or his designee in the form
that | have placed at the desk, which
shall be in order as though printed as
amendment numbered 42 in part 2 of
House Report 105-137;

And to offer an amendment by the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TRAFICANT]
or his designee in the form that | have
placed at the desk, which shall be in
order as though printed as amendment
numbered 43 in part 2 of House Report
105-137;

And, finally, the additional period of
general debate on the subject of United
States forces in Bosnia, described in
section 2(e) of House Resolution 169,
shall precede the offering of amend-
ments numbered 8 and 9 in part 1 of the
report of the Committee on Rules rath-
er than the amendments numbered 1
and 2 in that part.

And, Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading of
the amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, | object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
SoLOMON] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, | yield 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
FRrosT], pending which 1 yield myself
such time as | may consume. During
consideration of the resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, let me explain again
what will happen here. The unanimous-
consent request making these changes
to the rule has been objected to, so at
the end of this debate | would propound
the unanimous-consent request again.
If that is objected to, I would then

it may be in
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move it and there would be a recorded
vote taken at that time.

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, this is
the traditional structured rule that the
Committee on Rules has provided in
past years for defense authorization
bills.

First, this rule provides 2 hours of
general debate. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is
made in order as the original text.

Next, the rule provides that no
amendment will be in order except
those in the report accompanying this
rule. Each amendment will be debat-
able for the amount of time provided in
the Committee on Rules report.

The amendment will not be subject
to amendment except as specified in
the Committee on Rules report. How-
ever, the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Na-
tional Security may each offer one pro
forma amendment for the purpose of
further debate on any pending amend-
ment.

The rule provides that before the
House considers the two amendments
dealing with the subject of United
States forces in Bosnia, there will be
an extra hour and a half of general de-
bate, if the unanimous-consent request
goes through, controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of
the Committee on National Security.

Next, the rule provides at any time
the chairman of the Committee on Na-
tional Security or his designee may
offer en bloc amendments consisting of
amendments printed in part 2 of the
Committee on Rules report or germane
modifications of those amendments.

These en bloc packages of amend-
ments will be debatable for 20 minutes
and will not be subject to amendment.
This rule provides authority for the
chairman of the Committee of the
Whole to roll votes in order to make
more efficient use of Members’ time.
That means we can cluster votes to try
to save the Members’ time running
back and forth.

Amendments may be considered in an
order different from that in the Com-
mittee on Rules report if the chairman
of the Committee on National Security
or his designee gives at least 1 hour’s
notice on the floor of the House.

The rule also provides for a motion
to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

The very last section of this rule, Mr.
Speaker, provides for laying on the
table three rules which were originally
reported in order to provide for the
consideration of supplemental appro-
priation bills. Then the rules became
unnecessary when the supplemental ap-
propriation bill was taken up by unani-
mous consent.

Mr. Speaker, of the approximately
130-odd amendments submitted to the
Committee on Rules, there have been
56 made in order by the rule. Nineteen
of these, and now 20, are offered by
Democrats and 29 are offered by Repub-
licans and 5 have bipartisan sponsor-
ship. This means that 40 percent of the
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amendments submitted to the Commit-
tee on Rules are made in order by this
rule. Given the time constraints for
consideration of this bill on the floor,
this rule represents a very fair balance
between the majority and the minor-
ity.

)l</lr. Speaker, on the bill itself, let me
just again congratulate the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE],
chairman of the Committee on Na-
tional Security, for once again putting
together an excellent piece of legisla-
tion under very difficult cir-
cumstances. And again let me com-
mend the ranking minority member,
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DeLLuwms], for his outstanding work.
Again, this is a very controversial
issue. We all come from different philo-
sophical persuasions, but the gen-
tleman from California has certainly
done all he could do to cooperate in
this matter.

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely impera-
tive this bill contain adequate funding
for our military personnel who are
right now out in the field standing
vigilant on behalf of all Americans,
particularly in a place called Bosnia
right now, and up in the border be-
tween North and South Korea.

It is imperative that this bill contain
enough quality of life incentives to re-
tain and recruit the best people we can
from all walks of life across this coun-
try.

%/t is imperative that this bill contain
enough funding for operations and
maintenance so that our troops can be
as highly trained as possible in case
they are called into battle.

It is imperative that this bill contain
adequate funding for weapons procure-
ment and research and development so
that our troops can fight and defend
themselves with only the very best
equipment and technology available.

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that
this bill set out policies which are con-
sistent with and seek to maintain the
unique warrior culture of the military,
for without that, we cannot win wars,
and that is what our military is there
for, God forbid they ever be needed.

Mr. Speaker, to the best extent pos-
sible, this bill, I think, does all of that.
At $268 billion, the bill adds nearly $3
billion to President Clinton’s wholly
inadequate request. The bill adds $3.7
billion to the President’s request for
procurement and $1.5 billion for re-
search and development over and above
the original request.

These accounts contain adequate
funding for the weapon systems of to-
morrow, such as the F-22 stealth fight-
er, the B-2 bomber, the Marine Corps
V-22 troop carrier, and the next gen-
eration of aircraft carriers and sub-
marines which are so vital to the stra-
tegic interests of our country around
the world.

These accounts also contain funding
to bring us one step closer to develop-
ing and deploying defenses against bal-
listic missiles, something for which,
and | can guarantee my colleagues, we
will all be grateful for some day.
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H.R. 1119 contains, Mr. Speaker, a 2.8-
percent pay raise for every soldier and
sailor and marine and air force man
serving in our military today, and adds
significant funding increases for bar-
racks, family housing, and child care
centers.

I say to my colleagues, if Members
have not visited these military instal-
lations around our own country and
overseas, they really should do it, be-
cause much of the housing, both in
America and overseas, is inadequate. It
is an embarrassment to put our fami-
lies of military personnel today in
them.

When | served in the Marine Corps,
more than 45 years ago, 90 percent of us
were single. We did not have to worry
so much about housing. Today, 70 per-
cent of our military people are mar-
ried, both men and women that serve
in our military, and they deserve de-
cent quarters to live in.

The bill also sets up a commission to
resolve the complex and very troubling
problems of gender integrated training,
while requiring psychological screen-
ing for all drill instructors.

This bill does not have, Mr. Speaker,
a provision which would separate the
basic training of men and women in
our military, and | worry about that.
In the Marine Corps, we do not do that.
We separate them, and we do not have
some of these problems that have
cropped up. | really do hope we will
study this issue and try to resolve it.
We want to be as fair as we can to ev-
eryone, but we want to try and solve
the problems that have cropped up in
recent months and years.

Despite all these excellent provisions
in this bill, Mr. Speaker, let me go on
the record right here and now. We con-
tinue to provide inadequate, yes, inad-
equate funds for this Nation’s defenses.
This bill will represent the 13th
straight year of inflation-adjusted cuts
to this budget. No other account in the
Federal budget has been cut so much.

Weapons procurements, which have
been cut by nearly 70 percent since
1985, remain at least $14 billion below
what the Joint Chiefs of Staff say we
need to be in order to retain our tech-
nological advantage over potential ad-
versaries.

Let us turn that around and compare
it to the People’s Republic of Com-
munist China, where in the last 4 years
their budget has almost doubled. In the
1990’s alone they have increased more
than 50 percent, and in the last year
alone 15 percent. We have to think
about that.

Our military is vastly smaller and
older than just 6 years ago during
Desert Storm. Most experts agree that
such a mission would simply be impos-
sible today. One great example of that
are the bombers that we fly today.
Some of them, many of them, are more
than 40 years old, even much older
than the pilots flying them.

In 1991 we had 18 army divisions and
used 7 of them in Desert Storm. Today
we have only 10 divisions, not 18, and
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are heading toward 9. What are we
going to do if we have to put another
seven divisions back in a place called
Desert Storm or in the gulf, when
China is selling and giving Iran mis-
siles that are going to create an inci-
dent over there that is sure as heck
going to draw us back into it? Where
will we get those seven divisions if we
only have nine altogether? That means
we will have to pull troops from all
over the world, put them in one place,
and then what would we do if there was
an outbreak in North Korea? We would
be in serious trouble.

Mr. Speaker, as former Secretary of
Defense William Perry said, a Clinton
appointee, we are already at the mini-
mum force structure level we need in
order to retain our role as a global
power. We should think about that. Of
course, this is not the fault of the Com-
mittee on National Security, as | said
before. They have operated under very
severe constraints, and those con-
straints are the repeated unwillingness
of our President to pay adequate atten-
tion to this Nation’s defense.
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Despite his State of the Union pledge
years ago, President Clinton continues
to cut national defense funding in his
budget he presents to this body and has
fought our defense levels tooth and
nail.

Mr. Speaker, that to me is a scandal,
but it is one we can overcome by vot-
ing for this rule and voting for this bill
today and then working together to
find additional moneys for the No. 1
constitutional duty of this House. We,
as representatives of our people, are
primarily here to provide for national
defense for all Americans adequate to
protect our strategic interest in and
around the globe and, in doing so, give
our young men and women in uniform
the best state-of-the-art equipment
that we can give them to carry out
their mission should, God forbid, they
ever be called into harm’s way.

So | would ask my colleagues at the
appropriate time to come over here and
vote for this rule and then let us de-
bate the bill and let us pass it.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | have an
opening statement. However, at this
time, prior to my opening statement, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. FAzi0] because of a
scheduling conflict; and then, with the
concurrence of the majority, | would
like to proceed to my opening state-
ment as 